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 part III. Parliament
 
Disputed
Elections.
Goodwin's
Case.
Grenville's
Act.
Expulsion.
 lays down its own rules for the regulation of its proceedings and has
the power to enforce those rules. This question will be discussed
more fully in considering the relations between the House of
Commons and the courts.
It was for long doubtful as to whether or not the House had the
right to determine questions of disputed elections. A dispute arose
upon this question between James I. and the House of Commons in
1604, when one Goodwin, an outlaw, was elected for Buckingham-
shire. A compromise was effected, but the Commons exercised the
right to determine such questions from 1604 to 1868. They were first
determined by committees, but from 1672 were determined by the
whole House. The growth of party government resulted in disputed
election returns being settled purely by party votes. In 1770 the Par-
liamentary Privilege Act, commonly known as Grenville's Act, trans-
ferred the decision of these questions to a committee chosen by lot.
In 1868 Parliament entrusted the duty of deciding disputed elections
to the courts., 'The procedure is regulated by the Parliamentary
Elections Act, 1868.1 A petition against an election is presented to the
High Court of Justice, and the trial of such petition is conducted by
two judges of the High Court sitting in the borough or county in
which the election took place. The determination of the court is noti-
fied to the Speaker, and is entered upon the journals of the House
of Commons. Of recent years there has been an almost total dis-
appearance of election petitions, a feature which reflects the improved
standard of public morality and the political intelligence of the
electorate, though no doubt the large number on the electoral roll of
a modern constituency has also contributed to the disappearance of
attempts to bribe the electors.
The House of Commons still retains the right to pronounce upon
legal qualifications for membership, and to declare a seat vacant on
such ground. The House may, however, as in the <ffig$ ofj^itghel^a
refer such a question to the courts. The House of Commons cannot,
of course, create disqualifications unrecognised by law, but it may
expel any member who conducts himself in a manner unfit for
membership. A constituency may re-elect a member so expelled, and
there might, as in the case of Jphn Wilkes, take place a series of
expulsions and re-elections. Expulsion is the only method open to
the House of dealing with a member convicted of a misdemeanour*
In^4|j^^	the House after the Committee
of
Privileges TGSct reported thaTEe ¥adi been guilty of gross contempt
in accusing his fellow members of disclosing for reward the proceed-
ings of confidential party meetings held in the precincts of the House,
1 Now replaced by the Representation of the People Act, 1949, Part III,,
without change in the la%.
« (1875X1X9 CX. 217.

